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INTRODUCTION

'Clinton Street and the Martin Luther King Jr. (MLK) Memorial Bridge, over the St. 'IVIary"s |
" River, are located within the City of Fort Wayne. However, bo.th are owned by the Indiana
Department of Transportation (INDOT). Since the bridge was :déteriorating, INDOT began
the process of'prepa'ring a preliminary engineerihg study to replace the existing bridge and
improve the Clinfon Street corridor.” The City of Fort Wayne identified the lmprovement '
pro;ect asa rewtallzatlon opportunlty for the downtown.

Engiheering Resources, Inc. was selected by the City of Fort'Wayne to _pre'pare a study of .
-gateway options for the Clinton Street corridor. . Butler, Fairman & 'Se'ufert, Inc., an
' Indianapol.is based consulting firm, and Bailey Architectural images were contracted by
-Engineering Resources to assist with the development of the study. |

Pre_liminary meetings were held which included representatives of INDOT. The City provided

- copies of other appropriate studies for.use in coordinating With._current _mastér-_planhi_n.g
' _efforts. The Biue,g' rintPlus, a recent study on the revitalization of downtown Fort Wayne, was
‘most applicable; One of the initiatives of BlueprintPlus was to build a signature MLK Bridge
which would serve as a g'ateway to the city. In addition, revitalization efforts adjacent to this
- project area were identified. | | ' -

As_ a result of initial discussions, the definition of a sighature 'strullc':ture.was 'broadened. It
could be an aesthetically pleasing vehicular bridge as originally conceived. Or, perhaps it -
could be a signature pedestrian bridge along side the new MLK structure which lwoul'd
connect the two pérks on either side of the river. An additional optIOn may include a free-
standing architectural element to create the sense of gateway prior to entering the bndge Or
* a monument could be erected at an approprlate Iocatlon along the corridor.

To study these options, a process was developed and implemented.
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~ STUDY PROCESS

Ult]mafely the purpose of this study is to identify a preferred option for implémentation To
. ensure development of ‘technically comprehensive optrons wrth a communrty review and

. mput the followrng process was established:

~ Data Gathering Phase: The first step in the process is to gather pertirient project information
and hoid a preliminary mee'tin'g with the City of Fort Wayne and INDOT representatives. The
City then selected a group-of commuhity leaders ’rc_) form a project development committee.
 The purpose of this group is to review alternatés and uitimately select the preferred option.

- Development of Options & Draft Study Phase: This includes developing approximately five
options based on gateway aesthetics, various levels of economics and engineering feasibility.
_ Photo_renderings and potential ranges of project costs are then_-developed for eech option.

Initial Workshop Phase: The first of two meetings will be he]d. with the. members of the

committee and our study team. The study team will highlight eae_h option, and explain the

_ unigue details of each. After presenting the i'r_rformation-, the team will answer questions, and
‘work with the group to se'iect_two of the options for further refinement. |

'Detailed Optr'ons Devefopment'Phase' Each of the two options will be further developed to

. identify prehmrnary member srzes materrals and potentual construction methods. - An

. _approximate project’ cost will be prepared for ‘each optron This ° rnformatlon wri[ be -
"incorporated into the study. '

Final Workshop Phase: The second meeting will be held with the members of the committee
~ andour study team. The study team will review the details of the two options, and answer

. questrons The commrttee will select the. preferred optron and document any requested

: _modrﬁcatrons

- Final Study Phase: - The results of the final workehop'wili be incorporated into the 'study
inciuding' any'requested modifications.. The preferred option will be presented in the
summary and recommendation-section. ' '

Clinton Street Corridor Gateway Study — Study Process - Page 1 of 1



T

- Figure 1

* Location Map
Looking South

'SELECTION OF OPTIONS

. The focus of the project is to create signature structure and gateway feature options. These_

_types of structures or features can become historic landmarks and stand with their own

- identity, or they can highlight or pay tribute to a specific piede of Fort Wayne's history.

- The first step is identifying locations and purposes of options. Through mesting with the City

and INDOT the-following'conCepts were created (See Figure 1):

Develop several signature MLK bridge replacement options.

-2 'Prepare a more cost effective and historically comprehensive MLK bridge

_ replacement option. .

3. Identify a signature pedestrian bridge option over the St. Mary's River paraliel to
Clinton Street. '

4. Develop several free-standing gateway/monument type structures.

5. Find possible ojjtions fora pedestrian_overpass/gatewéy bridge over Clinton Street.

Clinton Street Corridor Gateway Study — Selection of Options - Page 1 of 3




Within each of the five concept groups; options were gene_rateci based on aesthetics, function

and financial feasibility. The option may have also utilized a relevant historical theme. Fort

- Wayne has many historically relevant natural features, events and peaple. The following list

of historical themes was created fo assist in generating ideas for incorpdrating'our historical

past:

1

‘Three Rivers: The three rivers (St. Mary's, St. Joseph and Maumee) were the attraction
for the original settlers to the area including the Indians, French traders, British and
Americans. They provided a means of travel for trade, as well as a source of food and
water. '

Miami Indians: The Miami indians originally lived in Indiana, [llinois, and southern

Michigan. They eventually moved into the Maumee Valley of Ohio. They became the
' ‘most powerful Indian Tribe in.Ohio until their defeat by General Anthony Wayne at the

Battle of Fallen Tirnbers in 1794. Their chief settlement, named Kekionga, was on the St

- ~Joseph River at the head of the Maumee. Kekionka is said-to mean "blackberry patch"
- because of the abundance of blackberries in the area. The village became the center of
- the Miami nation and its source of strength. '

Fort Wayne: General "Mad Anthony” Wayne was a hero in the Revolutionary War, and
defeated the Miami Indians, led by Chief Little Turtle, to make Indiana safe for American

" settlements.” Fort Wayne was established at the confluence of the three rivers.. [t was
- officially dedicated on Oct. 22, 1794. The Fort survived its final siege from Indian gunfire
during the War of 1812. |

Sur_nmit City: Fort Wayne-is located at the watershed break between the great Iakes
and the Mississippi River. The southwest part of Allen County flows into the Wabash _
River which flows into the Mississippi via the Ohio River. The Maumee River, which
carries flow from both the St. Mary's and the St. Joseph Rivers, itself flows into Lake
Erie. The Wabash-Erie Canal waé conceived to provide access from the great lakes to
the Mississippi River. Plans calied fof a separate feeder ca’na'l to be linked to the St.

" Joseph River to supply the necessary flow of water. Fort Wéyne was chosen for the site
“because it is the highest point along the canal route. This is how Fort Wayne got the -

nickname the "Summit City". The first section of the Canal from Fort Wayne to
Huntington was completed in 1835. ' ' '

..Martin Luther King Jr.: The existing Clinton Street Bridge over the Saint Mary’s River

was 'designated as the Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial Bridge by the Indiana General
Assembly. A replacemén’t structure would continue to bear the name. This memorial to
Martin Luther King, Jr. could be highlighted in some fashion as a part of the new bridge.

" Clinton Street Corridor Gateway Study — Selection of Options - Page 2 of 3




6. Headwaters/La_w'ton_'Park: Headwaters Park is located south of the existing bridge in

- the area known as the "thu_mb.“. The Headwaters Park Commission was formed in 1987.

The park was creeted to alleviate damage caused by flooding in the area. Construction

.was completed in 1998. L.awton Park is located on the northeast corner of the

intersection of Clinton Street and Fourth Street, and is connected fo Headwaters Park by _

a narrow sidewalk along the existing bridge. Lawton Park is dedicated to one of the
great military heroes of the Civil War Colonel Henry Lawton.

Critical design requirements are engineering arldlor rper_m.i'ttin'g requirements thét rrray
: _ significantly affect the implemehtation and/or cost of a specific option, unless satisfactorily '
_ accounted for in the planmng stage. The following two critical deS|gn requirements must he
addressed for each opt|on ' '

1. Traffic Control/ Utilities: Clinton Street carries. aporoximate[y 20,000 vehicles per day

into the downtown area and the bridge serves as a major utrhty corridor. Most of the

‘affected utilities can be rerouted prior to construction. However there isn'ta reasonable

alte_rnatlve traffic route for southbound vehicles. Several options were reviewed for

-detouring traffic during construction, but none of them was found to be acceptable. Both

- the City of Fort'Wayne and INDOT representatives agreed that at least two lanes of
traffic must be maintained fhrou_ghout construction.

2. Waterway/ Roadway Profile: The existing bridge has seven 40 foot spans bearing on
" six solid wall piers. Due fo the short spans and pier locations, Iodging of debris at the
o bridge piers is a problem ‘and requires frequent maintenance. Prellminary review by

. INDOT called for reducing the number of plers from six to two.

- Toensure proper hydrauhc performance of the structure, the currentwaterway area must
be also be maintained. The existing roadway profile follows a relatively aggressive
vertical curve. . As such, raising the roadway is not an option since it would require
extensive approach construction and related right-of-way beyond the limits of the bridge,
and possibly along Fourth Street. Therefore, the depth of any replacement bridge must

E be’ limited to approkimately the depth between low structure and the top of deck

“elevations. o . | | |

F'otential project coets will be presented in 'rar'rges for each initial option. These ranges
mclude construction costs and design fees only Where applicable the potential cost of
trafﬂc control will be addressed '

Clinton Street Corridor Gateway Study — Selection of Options - Page 3 of 3




DISCUSSION OF OPTIONS

Each option is discussed in detaﬁ in the following five subsections. A summary table is
provided on the following page to assist with comparison_ of some of the key items of each -

option.

 The members of the workshop committee are representing the .c'ommunity of Fort Wayne
g and Allen County, One or two options will be selected for further development through the

workshop process. The workshop results must include answers to the following questions:

1. Which option would have the greatest positive impact on Clihton Street and downtown
Fort Wayne? | o '
- Which option fits best within the environment / corhmunity?

Which option would be most appreciated by people in the adjacent parks?

What changes can be implemented to improve the selected option?

o kN

is the cost of the selectéd option financially feasible?

Clinfon Street:Corridor Gafeway Study —Discussion of Obﬁons -Page 1of 2
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-OPTION

KEY ITEM SUMMARY

PROBABLE PROJECT
- COST

1.A Steel Arch

Creates a Signature Landmark

- Structure.

Little Opportunity to-Highlight
‘Other Histerical Themes. -

A Temporary Bridge is Required
for Traffic Confrol,

1 $10,000,000 - $15,000,000

$2,000,000 Temp. Bridge

1.B Cable Stay 4 Pylon '

Creates-a Signature Landmark
Structure. )
Possible Cpportunity to
Highlight Historical Themes in
Pylon Legs. '

A Temporary Bridge is Required
for Traffic Control. :

$8,000,000 - $13,000,000
$2,000,000 Temp. Bridge

1.C Truss Arch .

Creates a Signature Landmark
Structure and Gateway.
Opportunity for Signage on
Cross Members.

A Temporary Bridge is Required
for Traffic Control.

$5,000,000 - $10,000,000
$2,000,000 Temp. Bridge

2.A Conventional Bridge
with Traditional Details

Potential to Utilize Many
Historical Themes, -

Provides Traditional Style
Gateway with Possible Signage.
Traffic Control is Addressed
Through Construction
Sequencing.

$4,000,000 - $5,000,000

2;B Conventional Bridge
with Contemporaty '

“Museum Canopy

Provides an Qutdoor, Pariially
Enclosed, Museum to Display
Chronological Evenis and
People from Fort Wayne's
History. .
Draws Headwater's Siyle and

Features, Through Shapes and

Materials, to the North Side of
the River.

Traffic Control is Addressed
Through Construction
Sequencing.

$4,000,000 - $5,000,000

3. Parallel Pedestrian
Bridge '

Provides a Signature Element

that is Visible from the Roadway -

and Downiown Area.

Can be constructed without
Traffic Control. :

Can he developed
Independently from the MLK
Bridge and Roadway Project
Thereby Improving the
Schedule.

$2,500,000 - $4,500,000

| 4. Free-Standing Gateway

Monument

Provides a Gateway Feature
and City Landmark.

Pays Tribute to the City's Three
Rivers and Headwaters Park. .

$1,500,000 - $4,000,000

5. Clinton Street

| Pedestrian Overpass

Bridge .

‘Provides a Signature Structure

- and Gateway.

Based on Anticipate
Revitalizaiion on West Side of
Clinton Street.

$3.000,000 - $5,000,000

* Clinton Street Corridor Gateway Study —Discussion of Options - Page 2 of 2




 OPTION1.A
- TWIN ARCH BRIDGE

" - DESCRIPTION

This option consists of replacing the existing Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial Bridge with
a twin arch and cable supported structure. . The steel arch ribs provide a sleek srmple

and elegant form (See Drawrngs & Renderlng for Detarls)

| GATEWAY AND HISTORICAL THEME

The steel arch bridge is generally a signature structure that will become a historic Fort
Wayne landmark. There will be mrnor framing of the downtown skyline with the arch ribs,

but since this option does not utrllze CTOSS connecttons it will likely not be a major entry
gateway. There is also little opporiunity to- include signage or-symbols to highlight any of
the other historical themes. Any attempt would probably detract from the style of the
bndge '

A_NTICIPATED CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

| . Alarge foundation will be required at the base of each leg of the arch to carry the vertical
- and horizontal components of the load. Construction of this foundation can occur on the

bank which !S more economical than in the stream

_ TRAFFIC CONTROL

Using the existing bridge to maintain traffic during construction is not feasible. A

temporary bridge would be- required fo redirect traffic around the work site.' (See next

L bage)

 WATERWAY / ROADWAY PROFILE:

With the exception of the angled arch .Iegs, this option completely removes the
obstruction of piers in the Waterway. The existing roadway profile and low structure

grade can also be maintained 'sin'c_e the support structure occurs above the _road_way.

POTENTIAL RANGE OF PROJECT COSTS

Due to the large foundations.'and 'complexity of oonstruoting the arch, this option will likely
: ‘be the most expensive of the srgnature bndges The prOJect cost range will be between
$10,000, 000 and $15,000,000. The Cost to maintain traffic using the temporary ‘bridge
optron could add around $2,000,000. to the project cost. Therefore the total cost would be
'between $12,000, ooo and $17,000,000.
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TYPICAL BRIDGE CROSS SECTION

~ CLINTON STREET

 OVER ST. MARY'S RIVER

OPTION 1A







OPTION 1.B
CABLE STA YED BRIDGE

'DESCRIPTION

This option consists of replacing the existing Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial Bridge with
a.new cable stayed signature structure. The vertical supports would consist of either two

or four pylons constructed of steel or concrete. (See Drawings & Rendering for Details)

GATEWAY AND HISTORICAL THEME

As a signattjre structure this bridge will become a historic Fort Wayne landmark. The -
bridge has no cross members to act as a gateway; however, the height of the pylons will
--frame the downtown skyline. If there is a desire to highlight historical thém_es, symbols or
wards could be incorporated info the vertical elements.

'ANTICIPATED CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

Construction of the pylon foundations and -base will. occur in the stream. The
superstructure can be built on falsework similar to slab brldge construction. The pylons

" and cables can be installed after the deck is compieted

“TRAFFIC CONTROL

‘Using the existing bridge to maintain traffic during construction is not feasible. A
temporary brldge wald be requlred to redirect traffic around the work site. (Similar to
Option 1.A)

WATERWAY / ROADWAY PROFILE

The pylon piers will be larger than the exiSting piers, but an equivalent waterway area can
" be maintained since the total number of piérs is less. ‘The existing roadway profile and
low structure grade can also be mamtalned since the suppor‘c siructure occurs above the
roadway. ' '

POTENTIAL RANGE OF PROJECT COSTS

if the supefstructure is built on falsework, the only major difference between this bridge
and a more conventional type will be the pylons and cables. The project cost range will
be between $8,000,000 and $13,000,000. The cost io maintain- traffic using the
' temporary bridge option-could add around $2, 000,000 to the prOJECt cost. Therefore the
total cost would be between $10 OOO OOO and $15 000, OOD
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'OPﬂON1C
: ARCHED TRUSS BRIDGE

DESCRIPTION

“This option consists of replacing the éxisting Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial Bridge with
‘_a new three span fruss bridge. The shorter end spans would be trusses while the main
. span would consist of an arched truss with vertical cables. The center span trusses
would be connected wath Iateral bracing members over the roadway (See Drawmgs &
Render[ng for Details) ' '

: GATEWAY AND HISTORICAL THEME

‘The arched truss brldge is a signature structure and the cross bracmg members give the
appearance of an entry gateway. Slgnage or symbols could be mc[uded on the cross
. bracmg members to highlight any of the themes

 ANTICIPATED CONSTRUGTION DETAtLS

The only work taking place in the stream is the pier construction. Once the foundations
- are complete, the superstructure can be built by cantilevering from the ends. Eliminating

‘the need for falsework makes this option more economical.

TRAFFIC CONTROL

Using the existing bridge to maintain traffic during construction is not feasible. A
temporary bridge would be required to redirect traffic around the work site. (Similar to
Option 1.A) o ' .

. WATERWAY / ROADWAY PROFILE

The new piers will be larger than the existing piers, but an equivalent waterway area can
_ be maintained since the total number of piers is less.. The existing road'way profile and
fow structure grade can also be maintained since the support structure occurs above the
‘roadway. o

POTENTIAL RANGE OF PROJECT COSTS

Due to the simplicity of constrUcting the main span without falsewerk this option will likely
be the least expensive of the srgnature bridges. The project cost range will be between
- $5 000,000 and $10,000,000. The cost to maintain traffic using the temporary . bridge
~ option could add arounci $2, ODO 000 to the project cost. Therefore the total cost would be
~ between 87, ooo 000 and $12 000,000. '
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© CLINTON STREET
" OVER ST. MARY'S RIVER
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| '_OPTION 2.A
SLAB BRIDGE WITH TRADITIONAL DETAILS

~ DESCRIPTION

" This option conéists of replacing the existin‘g Martin Luther King,' Jr. Memorial Bridge with
a new three-span post-tensioned Variable-depfh slab bridge. This is 'INDOT's
| -fecommended replacement_strucfure. The bridge would feature lookouts at each piér
and bent location. Columns clad with brick or stone and concrete 'w_ould be positioned by '
.the lookouts. © The columns at the entry to the bridge would support an ornamental
archway. The railing features decorative steel in the window openings and along the top.
(See Drawings & Rendering for Details) Bench seating and potted plants could he added

~ to the overlook areas at the piers and abutments.

- GATEWAY AND HISTORICAL THEME )

The entry feature serves as a gateway and also prbvides the opportunity to include other
themes by adding words or symbols. The bridge wou!d highlight the Keklonga theme by
featuring blackberries in the railing gr:lis

ANTICIPATED CONSTRUCTI_ON DETAILS

The pier foundations will be constructed in the stream and the superstructure will most
' I|keEy be built on falsework. The columns.and decorat[ve steel W|I1 require the use of

- different trades possmly increasing constructlon time. -

~

TRAFFIC CONTROL

~ The construction could be phased and the existing bridge used to maintain traffic during

construction. This feature makes the option more economical.

| W'ATERWAYI ROADWAY PROFILE

" The new piers will be slightly larger than the existing piers, but an equ:valent waterway

area can be maintained since the total number of piers is reduced from six to two. The

existing roadway profilé can be maintained and the 'v'aria_ble depth slab will not

- significantly increasé the low profile elevation which was the purpose for selecting this
'fype of superstructure. ' B - ' o

POTENTIAL RANGE OF PROJECT COSTS -

- This bridge utilizes the conventional INDOT structure which is estimated at between
'$2,500,000 and $3,000,000. With special features added the resultmg total cost range is
between §4,000,000 and $5,000,000. ' '
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. OPTION 2 B
~ SLAB BRIDGE WITH CONTEMPORARY ENCLOSURE

DESCRIPTION

- This option conéists of replacing the é‘xisting Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial Bridge with
B a new three-span post-tensioned variable-depth slab bridge. The bridge would feature a
- wa]kway with lookouts at each pier on the east side only. This area would be covered by
a curved glass structure that-would be closed off to the trafftc_: side and open to the river
side. This enclosure WOuld accommodate a museum and protect pedestrians from the
elements. (See Drawings & Rendering for Details) '

GATEWAY AND H!STORICAL THEME

The enclosure would contain exhibits, creating a museum that brings fo light all the
7 'hi'storica[ thermnes. The exhibits could be ordered chronologically to form a linear timeline.
In addition, the shapes and materials draw the Headwaters Park theme to the north side
*of the river. ' ' - '

ANTICIPATED CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

The pier foundations wilt be constructed in the stream and the superstructure will most
fikely be built on falsework. The enclosure and exhibits will require the use of different

trades possibly increasing construction time.

TRAFFIC CONTROL.

The construction could be phased and the existing bridge used to maintain traffic. during

construction. This feature makes the option more economical.:

WATERWAYI ROADWAY PROFILE

" The new piers 'wiEI be slight!y larger than the exiéting piers, but an equivalent waterway
‘area can be maintained since the total number of plers is reduced from six to two. The
existing roadway profile can be maintained ‘and the vanable depth slab ‘will not

S|gn|f|cantly increase the low proflle e[evatton

' POTENTIAL RANGE OF PROJECT COSTS

: 'Th|s bridge utilizes the conventlonai INDOT structure which is estlmated at between
_ $2 500, 000 and $3,000,000. With speclal features added the resulting total cost range is
“between $4 ODO 000 and $5, 000 000.
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| OPTION 3
_PEDES TRIAN BRIDGE OVER ST MARY’S RIVER

- DESCRIPTION

This option consists of constructing a signature pedestrian bridge parailel to the MLK
Bndge The structure would be composed of a smgle arch supportlng a walkway with
_cables on each side. The walkways converge at the ends where the arch extends below

‘the deck. (See Drawmgs & Rendering for Detaﬂs) The bridge could be built on the east or
west side of the MLK bridge dependmg on the planned use of the parks '

 GATEWAY AND HlSTORlCAL THEME

The single arch bridge is generally a eignature structure option only and does not provide

an entry gateway, however it is visible from the roadway. providing a partial frame for the - -

~downtown skyline. The trail heads at each end of the bridge may provide an opportunity
to include signage or symbols to highlight historical themes.
'ANTICIPATED CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

A large foundation will be required at the base of each leg of the arch to carry the vertical
and horizontal components of the load. Construction of this foundation can occur on the
bank which is more economical that in the stream. ' '

" TRAFFIC CONTROL

This bridge can be constructed without regard to traffic control.

 WATERWAY / ROADWAY PROFILE -
There will be no piers in the water way and the profile will be set to maintain the hydraulic
perfc_)rmance of the river. ' ' '
POTENTIAL RANGE OF PROJECT COSTS

This structure is anticipated to have a project cost range between $2 500 000 and |
'$4 500,000. '
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TYTPICAL BRIDGE CROSS SECTION -

CLINTON STREET
OVER ST. MARY'S RIVER

OPTION 3
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"OPTION 4
' FREESTANDING GA TEWAYMONUMENT

' DESGRIPTION

" This option consists of. constructing a freestanding monument at the north end of the MLK
bndge Several options exist for the shape of this structure however it wil likely consist of
asteel core in a tnangular in cross sect:on and clad in stainless steel (See Drawings &
Rendenng for Details) |

~ GATEWAY AND HISTORICAL THEME
The structure serves as a gateway to the downtown area. ~The triangular cross section
-pays tribuie to the cities three rivers and maintains the Headwaters Park theme. '

~ ANTICIPATED CONSTRUCTION DETAILS -

_ The cOmptexity of-the_ construction will vary based on the sha'pe; however, most [iké!y the
majority of the mohume_nt could be p_refabricated reducing the amount of work in the field.
Large foundations will be required at the base of monuments to resist lateral loads from
-~ wind. o B

'TRAFFIC CONTROL

The amount of fraffic control will depend on the shape of the structure Constructlon can

. take place in a way that will not require complete road closure.

WATERWAY / ROADWAY PROFILE

Not épp[icable. -

POTENTIAL RANGE OF PROJECT COSTS

.~ The project cost range is between $1,500,000 and $4,000,000.
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- OPTION 5 g
PEDESTRIAN BRIDGE OVER CLINTON S TREET

 DESCRIPTION

~ This option consists of constructing a signature pedestrian bridge across Clinton Street

" near Science Central to connect to the potential revitalization area on the west. The

structure would be cable.st'ayed'with a curved alignment. (See Drawings & Rendering for
‘Details) The length of the bridge was selected based on providing' handicap accessible
- slopes per ADA and meeting highway clearance requirements. Using earthen'ramps to

achieve these criteria would block views of the downtown area. -

'GATEWAY AND HISTORICAL THEME

o 'This signature structure was developed to provide a gateway similar to the freestanding
_-monuments while providing a functional use. Applying a historical theme to this type of
structure is not applicable. This bridge will become a historic Fort Wayne landmark.

ANTICIPATED CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
* A large foundation will be required at the base of each pylon leg to carry the vertical and
~ horizontal components of the load. . A considerable amount of falsework may be required
' ~ to construct the curved deck.
TRAFFIC CONTROL
The construction could be carried out in a way_that'cemplete toad closure will not be
required. ' '
WATERWAY / ROADWAY PROFILE
Not'applic:able.
POTENTIA_L RANGE OF PROJECT COSTS

| The pr.oject cost range is between $3,000,000.and $5,000,000.
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MEETING MINUTES - WORKSHOP 1

' Friday April 28, 2006
~ 1. INTRODUCTION:

Kurt introduced the Design Team and the Committee Members mtroduced
themselves as follows. ' '

Design Team
| _ Kurt Heidenreich, P.E., S.E. Engineering Resources, Inc.
Stephen Weintreut, P E., Butler Fairman Seufert
Aaron Isch, E.L, Engineering Resources, Inc.
Committee Members |
.-Dan Carmody, Downtown Improvement District . _
. Quinton Dixie, Redevelopment Commissioner, IPFW
Sharon Feasel, Redevelopment, City of Fort Wayne
- Mike Hallion, Indiana Debartmentof Trenspo.rtation '
- Bob Kennedy, Public Works, City of Fort Wayne
' G'reg Meszaros, Public Works, City of Fort Wayne
Pat Pasterick, Design Collaborative = '
Leah Reeder, For_t Wayne Museum of Arts
. Dave Ross; City Engineer City of Fort Wayne
Linda Sackman, Resident of Bloomingdale Naghborhood
“John Shoaff, City Council / Headwaters Park’
~Tom Smith, City Council, Thomas Smith Fine Art

" Greg explained the beckground of the project and how the State of Indiana
has earmarked four million dollars for work along the Clinton Street Corridor. . In
_add|t|on INDOT is planning on spending approximately three m|II|on dollars to L
: replace the Martin Luther King Jr. Memorial Bridge. The city then decided to hire - :

Engineering Resour_ces,-l'nc. to study the different options for a signature bridge.

Clinfon Street Corridor Gateway Study —Meeting Minutes — Initial Workshop




Kurt described the process of completing the study which included meeting with
INDOT and City officials to develop the options. '

P

2. DISCUSSION OF COMMITTEE PURPOSE & WORKSHOP PROCESS

Kurt communicated that the committee must represent the community of Fort Wayne '

. and Allen County. He descrlbed some review criteria for the committee membersto . -

keep in mind as'the optlons were discussed. In addition he identified the goal of the
"workshop as selecting two of the options for further reﬁnement Steve related

.through past experrence how rmportant itisto keep costin mrnd
3. PR_ESENTAT_[ON OF STUDY OPTIONS

* Kurtand Steve discussed the different optione in detail as they are described in the
report. Durrng this presentatlon several concerns were made know by the commrttee L
‘included the foliowrng ' ' '

Traffic Centrol  Utilities — Option 1 includes building a two lane temporary runarcund

to the west of the MLK bridge at an eetimate_d cost of two million dollars. Some

committee members speculated if another traffic control option would be available at

\ T . - . alessercost The design team suggested that diverting traffic to another existing
e ' | ~ bridge is unrealistic because of the high volume, It was suggeeted t?_jatINDOT may '
pay for some of the temporary runaround since traffic control would be a ;iart of any

bridge replacement project The large amount of utilities. on the'existing bridge

was discussed. Greg pointed out that there are utilities under the rrver rncludrng a

: !arge water main near the bndge ‘

Lights — Several committee members expres'sed a desire for lighting th.e bridge. |

Tom Smith 'sug'gested that the bridge should look .a's good at night as during the day' -
~The desrgn team explained that Irghtrng could be used effectlvely on any optlon and _

would be planned at a Iater time. ' '

- Headwaters Park — John Shoaff explained that the ariginal plan for Headwaters
included extending the park to Science Central. He expressed thata bridge structure
should include the shapes and materials of the park.

- Maintenance — Mike Hallion stated that INDOT would maintain a signature MLK:
bridge in responee to a comment about the costs to'paint_ and preserve such a
- structure. ' ' e
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Dave asked if we had missed any options. None of the committee members gave
additional options. Sharon asked if everyone was adequately represented to which
Greg replied that he thought the representation of the group was adequate. John

- mentioned that he could communicate with the Parks Department to keep them
informed. |

4. SELECT REVIEW CRITERIA

A this time each committee member was asked to share what they thought should.

be included in the review criteria. The most repeated comment was that the

- pedestrian aspect was important. it was said that the pedestrian should have a

gracious experience while on the bridge and that the bridge should not just be a
‘means for crbssing the river but rather a destination. Several members articulated
| that the appearance is important and that it should be unique to Fort Wayne. A
. couple of members expressed the importénce of in'cluding the Martin Luther King Jr. -
- 'fheme_. One member suggested Fort Wayne’é history should not be the dﬁving force

but that it should represent the future of the city. Ancther expressed that a historical - -~

| theme was important. Greg commented that it was important that the bridg_e is
' accepted by the community. The question of whether ornot to seek public input was
- suggested. Greg is reviewing the proper time to involve the public. - '

: Someo_ne'asked whether or not boat access would be available in the_ f_uturé. John
replied that the original plans for Headwaters include a boat house and that boat
“access is a possibility in the future. o

Dufing this time specific ideas for bridge features were brought up. Leah gave
~ various suggestions for the traditional bridge option includihg adding arches a’g each
pier. Another idea involved building a parallel pedestrian bridge on each side ofthe =
MLK bridge. The idea was that the bridge on.the west would serve the large .
| _residential _neighborhood' while the bridge on the east would serve the _park'
users. ..Several c_bmmittee members expreséed interest in this idea. B

“The review critetia that emerged from this'segment of .the workshop was that the
'thion should provide a positive_pedestrian experience. in addition, the bridge :
should be a landmark to the City. - ' '
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5. SELECTION OF TWO OPTIONS

‘The first step in selecting the two options was to eliminate options that the committee
-did not think would be in the best interest of the community. The committee -

immediately eliminated the Freestanding Monument (Option 4) and the Pedestrian
Bridge over Clinton Street (Option 5). The Twin Arch Bridge (Option 1.A) was
eliminated because of the high cost. The Cabte Stayed Bridge (Option 1.B) was.
efiminated next as the committee fe!t this structure was not appropriate for the _
seiting. The Slab Bridge with a Museum (Option 2.B) was also eliminated. |
Discussion about the three remaining options included the fot!owing comments; _ -

ltwas suggested that the Arched Truss Bridge (Option 1.C) would look better if the

. ends of the fruss were clad with brick or decorative concrete. Other-co_mmittee
" members egreed.' The design team confirmed that this modification was feasibte.' o

Someone expressed that the Slab Bndge with Traditional Detalls (Optlon 1. A) d|d not :

. 'ﬂt the setting in the form that it was presented

The question of how to fund the pedestrian bridge option was asked. A couple of

‘members explained that private money could be obtained in addition to the money -
-earmarked for the Clinton Street Corridor A suggestion was made thatINDOT may -« -

contribute any amount that they save by not installing W|de sidewalks on the MLK

' bridge. The design team responded that this would probabty be a small amount

. The pedestrian bndge option was modlﬁed to include two parallel bridges and -

' requestlng that INOT provide enhancements to the replacement MLK bndge These
' _ | enhancements include Texas rail and vertrcal elements at the north end to support . '
:' 5|gnage or symbols to reoognrze N[artm Luther Klng Jr.

~ After this discussion a vote was taken for the_th_ree options with the foltow_ing results.

Keep Eliminate

" Two Parallel Pedestrian Bridges (Option3) ~~ 9 = -~ 2
Slab Bridge with Traditional Details (Option 2.A) 4 7
- "Arched Truss Bridge (Option 1.C) . : 8 3

: Based on the votlng Option 3 and 1C (revrsed) were seleoted as the two optrons for
. further review.
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6. OPTION REFINEMENT OBJECTIVES

R : Several changes to the selected obtions had already been recommended at this

. S | .+ . point however the design team asked for additional comments on modifications to-

| | the selected options. The committee wanted fo review an option of a single walkway
-on _the pedestrian, bridge rather than the split walkway as proposed. The design
team recommended proceeding with the- ongmal design for cost estlmatlng and
developlng addttronal options for review rf this becomes the preferred option. The '
committee agreed. A summary of the items to be revrewed by the des;gn team is .

listed as follows. ' |

* . Include elements at the end of the trusses on the arched bridge option
~»  Include wider sidewalks on the arched truss bridge option - - "
e Present the bridge options in a variety of colors

. ~ Review tmpacts of using two paralle['pedestrian bridges

- = LT ~« Investigate the location of the water main located near the bridge'_ _
7. CLOSING

The desrgn team will review the two optlons as dlscussed above for the flnal
' workshop in whrch a preferred opt:on w:lt be selected. '

Clinton Street Corridor Gateway Study -Meeting Minutes — Initial Workshop




OPTION 1A

OPTION1B

"OPTION1B




OPTION 1.C

. OPTION 2A




OPTION 3

OPTION 4

: OP_TION 5




DRAFT VERSION

MEETING MINUTES - INITIAL WORKSHOP

T ————

Friday Aprif 28, 2006
1..INTRODUCTION:

~ Kurt introduced the Design Team “and the Committee: Members introduced
~ themselves as foliows. ' ' :

" Design Team R _
Kurt Heidenreich, P.'E., S.E. Engineering Resources, inc.
_ Step_hen Weintraut, P.E., Butler Fairman Seufert - |
- Aaron Isch, E I -,'Engineering Reeources, Inc.
Commlttee Members L R
-_ ‘Dan Carmody, Downtown lmprovement District
Quinton Dixie, Redevelopment Comrmss:oner IPFW
Sharon Feasel, Redevelopment City of Fort Wayne
Mike Hallion, Indiana Department of Transport_atlon
Bob Kennedy, Public Works, City of Fort Wayne
: Greg Meszaros, Public Works, City of Fort Wayne
Pat Pasterick, De5|gn Collaborative
" Leah Reeder, Fort Wayne Museum of Arts ~
" Dave Ross, City'Engineer' City of Fort Wayne
Linda Sackman, Resident of Bloomlngdale Nelghborhood
~ John Shoaff, City Council / Headwaters Park _
"~ Tom Smith, City Council, Thomas Smith Fine Art :

Greg explained the background of the "project and how the State of Indiana
- has earmarked four million dollars for work along the Clinton Street Corridor. In
“ addition, INDOT is planning on spending approximately three million dollars to -
replace the Martin Luther King Jr. Memorial Bridge. The city then decided to hire
Eng'ineering Resources, [nc. to study the different options for a signature bridge. :
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Kurt described the process of completlng the study which included meetmg with
INDOT and Clty officials to develop the options.

2. DISCUSSION OF COMMITTEE PURPOSE & WORKSHOP PROCESS

Kurt communicated that the committeémust represent the corhmunity of Fort Wayne
- and Alfen County. He described some review criteria for the committee membersto
: _keep in mind as the options were discussed. In addition he i_dentified the goal of the
W_orkshop as selecting two of the options for'f_urther"reﬁnement. Steve related -
through past experience how important it is to keep costinmind. '

3.. PRESENTATION OF. STUDY OPTIONS
Kurt and Steve discussed the different options in detail as they are described 'in'the

- - report. During this presentation several c:oncems were made know by the commitiee
'lncluded the following. - L

. Traffi(_; Control / Utilities — Option 1 includes building a two lane ter’npo'rary ru.naround
to the west of the MLK bridge at an estimated cost of two million dollars. Some . ’

co_mmittee members speculated if another traffic control option Wou[d he available at

pay for some of the temporary runaround since trafﬂc control Would beapartofany

‘bridge replacement project. The large amount of utilities on the exustrng bridge -

was discussed. Greg pointed out that there are utilities under the river including a
' large water main near the bridge. B |

Lightsm' Sevéral committee members expressed a desire fdr lighting the bridge.
Tom Smith suggested that the bridge should look as good at night as during the day.

The design team explamed that Ilghtlng could be used effectlvely on any optlon and
- would be planned at a Eaterhme T

Headwaters Park — John Shoaff explained that the original plan for Headwaters

included extending the park to Science Central. He expressed that a bridge structure
should include the shapes and materials of the park_. o

Maintenance — Mike Hallion stated that INDOT would maintain a signature MLK
bridge in respanse fo a comment about the costs-to' paint and preserve such a
structure. B '
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Dave asked if we had missed any options. None of the c_ommittee'member_s ga've_
additional options. Sharon asked if everyone was adequately repres'ented to which
' Greg replied that he thought the representation of the group was adequate John
~ mentioned that he could communicate with the Parks Department to keep them _

informed. -
4, SELECT REVIEW CRITERIA

At this time each committee member was asked to share what they thought should

‘be included in the review criteria. The most repe_ated' comment was that the . |

: ;pedestrlan aspect was lmportant It was said that the pedestrian 'shoul'd have a
-gracious experience while on the' bridge and that the bridge should not just be a
~means for crossing the river but rather a destination.  Several members articulated

| that the appearance is important and that it should be unique to 'F_ort Wayne. A
“couple of members expressed the importance of ine!uding the Martin Luther King Jr.
theme One member suggested Fort Wayne’s history should not be the driving force

" buitthat it should represent the future of the city. -Another expressed thata h!stoncal -

" theme was important. Greg commented that it was |mportant that the bridge is
o accepted by the commumty. The questlon of whether or not to seek publicinput was -
suggested. Greg is reviewing the proper t_i'me to involve the public'.

Someone asked whether or not boat access would be available in the future. John .
replied that the orlglnal plans for Headwaters include a boat house and that boat
access is a pOSS]bIlIty in the future. . '

Dering this time specific ideas for bridge features were brought up.. Leah gave

~ various suggestions for the traditional bridge option including adding arches at each

pier. Another idea involved bulldmg a paral]et pedestrlan bridge on each S|de of the

" MLK bridge. The idea was that the brldge on the west would serve the large

' .' _residential neighborhood ‘while the brldge on the east_ wo‘uld_ serve the park
users. _Several committee members expressed intere'st in this idea. o

The review crltena that emerged from this segment of the workshop was that the
~option should provide a positive pedestrian expenence In addltlon the bndge _ '
‘should be a landmark to the City. c
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5. SELECTION OF TWO OPTIONS

The first step in selecting the two.options'was to eliminate options that the committee
did not think would be in the best interest of the community. Th_e' ce_mmittee
immediately eliminated the Freestanding' Monument (Option 4) and the Pedestrian
Brrdge over Clinton Street (Optron 5). The Twin Arch Bridge (Option 1.A) was

elrmrnated because of the high cost. The Cable Stayed Bridge (Option 1. B) was
eliminated next as the committee felt this structure was not approp_rrate for the

‘seting. The Slab Bridge with a Museum (Option 2.B) was also eliminated.

Discussion about the three remaining options included the following comments.

Tt was suggested that the Arched Truss Bridge (Opti'on 1.C) would look better if the

er_rds of the truss were clad with brick or decorative concrete. Other conﬁmittee

" members agreed. The design tearn confirmed that this modification wa's feasible.

g Someone expressed that the Slab Brrdge with Tradrtrona! Detalls (Optron 1 A) drd not
-ﬂt the settrng in the form that it was presented e _

The question of how to fund the pedestrian bridge option was asked. A couple of

" members explained that private money could be obtained in addition to the mohey .
~ earmarked for the Clinton Street Corridor. A suggestion was made that INDOT may
* contribute any amount that they eave bjnot installing Wide_sidew'a!ks on the MLK
_bridge. The design team reSponded that this would probably be a small amount. -

The pedestrtan bridge option was modified to include two paralle! bridges and
" requesting that INOT provide enhancements to the rep_[acement MLK bridge. These
‘enhancements include Texas rail and vertical elements at the north end to support

signage or symbols to recognize Martin Luther King J_r.' '_ .

Afterthis discussion a vote was taken for the three options with the fol]otvirig resuits.

> o ~ Keep Eliminate - -
Two Parallel Pedestrian Bridges (Opton3) =~~~ 9 2

Slab Bridge with Traditional Details (Option.2.A} 4 7

Arched Truss Bridge (Option 1.C) - : ' 8 3 -

Based on the voting, Optron 3and 1C (revrsed) were selected as the two options for

further review.
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6.- OPTION REFINEMENT OBJECTIVES

Several changes to the selected options had aiready been recommended at this = -

o point however the design team asked for edd_itional comments on modifications to

the selected options. The committee wan'ted te review an option _of a single walkway

-on the pedestrian bridge rather than the eplit walkway as proposed. - The desjgn

~ team recommended proceeding with the original des'ign for cost estimating, and

deveioping additional op’tions for review if this becomes the, preferred option. The

committee agreed A summary of the ltems to be reviewed by the desugn team is
listed as foI[ows

Include elements at the end of the trusses on the arched bridge option a

e Include wider sidewalks on the arched truss bridge option

~» .Present the bridge options in a variety of colors. =

.»  Review impacts of using two paralfel pe'deétrian bridges
e Investigate the location of the weter main located near the bridge: '
... = . 7.CLOSING

' The desrgn team will review the two options as dlscussed above for the fmal
workshop in whlch a preferred optlon will be selected.
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' OPTION DEVELOPMENT REVIEW AGENDA'

' -Frfday_June' 16, 2006

| _' 1. OPTION- DEVELOPNEENT PRESENTATION -
a. Twin Pedestnan Bridge Optlon
' i Smg[e rib arch (spllt deck)
ii. Double rib tied arch (no split deck)
i -~ Vehicle bridge construction clearance _
' iv. Pro;ect cost _ '
S b Arch Truss Vehicular/Pedestrian Bndge opt|on
' i. . Circular cross section truss members
ii.  Variable width curved walkway
o ik Pedestrian entry plazas with Headwater's pylons

iv..  Project cost

2. PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT PROCESS
:a.' Public involvement discussion

b Determine process and schedule

3. CLOSING N |
a.  The Final Workshop will be held after the public involvement phase. The
Committee will identify the preferred optron usmg the results of the public
involvement phase '
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Pedestrian Bridge - Single Rib Arch ENG{NEERIN
COST ESTIMATE ; \
ITEM# §. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY | UNIT | UNIT COST EXTENSION
1 iConsfruction Engineering 1] Lsum $40,000.00 $40,000.00
2 Field Office, A 11 Mo $1,700.00 $18,700.00
3 {Borrow 80| Cys $25.00 $2,000.00
4 . |Painting : 1] Lsum $95,000.00 $95,000.00
5 Temporary Falsework Support of Bridge 1] Lsum $500,000.00 $500,000.00
5 Excavation, Foundation, Unclassified 140| Cys 350.00 $7,000.00
7 |Structure Backfill . ) 50 Cys $30.00 $1,500.00
8 |Compacted Aggregate, No. 53, Base 150| Ton $35.00 $5,250.00
9 HMA Surface, Type A 40| Ton $90.00 $3,600.00
10 HMA Intermediate, Type A 80| Ton . $100.00 $8,000.00
11 Riprap, Class 1 325 Ton $30.00 $9,750.00
12 [Mobilization and Demobilization for Seeding 1 Ea $1,000.00 $1,000.00
~13  |Mulched Seeding, U : 2500; Cys $1.50 $3,750.00
14 |Landscape and Amenities 1t Lsum $50,000.00 $50,000.00
15 |Pile, Concrete, Steel Shell Encased, 3/8", 14 in 750F  Lft $920.00 $67.500.00
16  [Concrete, A, Subsfructure 60} Cys $575.00] $34,500.00
17 |Steuctural Steel (cross beams) 100,000 Lbs $2.75 $275,000.00
18 [Reinforcing Steel, Epoxy Coated 60,000{ Lbs $1.20 $72,000.00
19 [Coencrete, C, in Superstructure 180 Cys - $800.00 $144,000.00
20 [Structural Steel Railing 00| Lft $175.00 $157,500.00
21 [Stuctural Steel (Tube arch rip) 160000 Lbs $4.00 $840,000.00
22 |Bearing Assembly, Elastometic - 4| Ea $600.00 $2,400.00
23  |Structural Steel Connectlion Plates 7.000] Lbs $5.00 $35,000.00
24  |Structural Steel Rods 9,000{ Ebs $4.50 $40,500.00
25 |Structural Steel Pins & Clevises 500) Lbs $30.00 $15,000.00
26 [Lighting 1] Lsum $100,000.00 $100,000.00
27 |Mobilization and Demobilization 1] Lsum $116,450.00 $116,450.00
N - SUBTOTAL. - $2,445,400.00
DESIGN FEES & CONTIGENCY (20%) $492,080.00
|TOTAL FOR ONE BRIDGE $2,952,480.00

$5,204,960.00

TOTAL FOR TWO BRIDGES
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- Pedestrian Bridge - Double Rib Tied Arch

COST ESTIMATE

NGINEERINg™

Fas curces, Ine.

&

ITEM# DESCRIPTION QUANTITY { UNIT | UNIT COST EXTENSION
1 Construction Engineering . 1] Lsum $30,000.00 $30,000.00
2 Field Office, A 11| Mo $1,700.00 $18,700.00
3 |Borrow 80| Cys $25.00 $2,000.00
4 |Painting 1] Lsum $100,000.00] . $100,000.00
5 Temporary Falsework Support of Bridge 1| Lsum $500,000.00 $500,000.00
6 __ |Excavation, Foundation, Unclassified 140| Cys $50.00 $7.000.00
7. |Structure Backiil 50| Cys $30.00 $1,500.00
8 Compacted Aggregate, No. 53, Base 180} Ton $35.00 $5,250.00
9 HMA Surface, Type A 40{ Ton $90.00 $3,600.00
11 |HMA Intermediate, Type A 80| Ton $100.00 $8,000.00
12 |Riprap, Class 1 325] Ton $30.00 '$9,750.00
13 {Mobilization and Demobilization for Seeding 11 _Ea $1,000.00 $1.000.00
14  iMulched Seeding, U 2500] Cys $1.50 $3,750.00
15 |Landscape and Amenities 1| Lsum $50,000.00 - $50,000.00
16 [Pile, Concrete, Steel Shell Encased, 3/8", 14 in 750| Lit $90.00 $67,500.00
17 [Concrete, A, Substructure 60| Cys $575.00 $34,500.00
18 |P.T.Tendons 14,000] Lbs $6.00 $84,000.00
19 [Reinforcing Steel, Epoxy Coated . '57,000| Lbs - $1.20 $68,400.00
20 |Conerete, C, in Superstructure 190| Cys $1,500.00 $285,000.00
21 IStructural Steel Railing 608| Lft $175.00 $1086,400.00
22 iStructural Steel (Tube arch rin) 152700} Lbs $2.75 $419,925.00
23 iBearing Assembly, Elastomeric ‘4] Ea $1,000.00 $4.000.00
24 iStructural Steel Connection Plates 15,000| Lbs $4.00 $60,000.00
25 IStructural Steel Rods 5,000 Lbs $5.00 ~$25,000.00
26 IStructural Steel Pins & Clevises 2000 Lbs $20.00 $40,000.00
27 [Lighting -~ 1] Lsum $100,000.00 $100,000.00
28  [Mobilization and Demobilization 1| Lsum $101,760.00 $101,760.00
C e SUBTOTAL $2,137,035.00
DESIGN FEES & CONTIGENCY (20%) $435,410.00
_ITOTAL FOR ONE BRIDGE $2,612,445.00

TOTAL FOR TWO BRIDGES

$5,224,890.00
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| MLKBrdgo - Arched Truss

" COST ESTIMATE

- G

o

ITEN# : DESCRIPTION QUANTITY | UNIT | UNIT COST EXTENSION
1 Removal of Present Structure, Portions 1] Lsum $100,000.00 $100,000.00
pd Clearing of Righ{-of-Way 1| Lsum $10,000.00 $10,000.00
3 |Excavation, Foundation Unclassified- 750| Cys $45.00 $33,750.00
4 Piles, HP12x53 8200} Lft $45.00 $279,000.00
5 |Reinforcing Stesl 60000} " Lbs $1.00 $60,000.00
6 [Reinforging Steel, Epoxy Coated _150000] Lbs $1.20 $180,000.00 -
7 Concrete, Class A, in Substructure 420] Cys $575.00 $241 ,500.00
8 - [Concrete, Class C, in Superstructure 730| Cys $800.00 $584,000.00
9 Structural Steel (Tubes & W-Beams) 1000000| Lbs $3.00 $3,000,000.00
10 __|Stuctural Steel Hangers ) 14000{ Lbs $7.00 $98,000.00
11 |Steel Railing 560{ Lft $175.00 $98,000.00
12 [Concrefe Bridge Railing 5601 Lft $175.00 $98,000.00
13- |Painting 41 Lsum $200,000.00 $200,000.00
14 |Entry Features 14 Lsum .$500,000.00 $500,000.00
15  |Lighting 1§ Lsum $200,000.00 $200,000.00
16 IReinforced Concrete Bridge Approaches, 12in 320 Sys $90.00 $28,800.00
17 |Concrete Bridge Railing Transition 4] Ea $1,600.00 $6.400.00
18 |B-Borrow For Structure Backfil 40| Cys $40.00 $1,600.00
19 - |Compacted Aggregate, #53 (Base) 110| Ton $20.00 $2,200.00
26 |Riprap, Class 1 1000| Ton $30.00 $30,000.00
21 Mohilization and Demobilization for Seeding 1] Lsum $1,000.00 '$1,006.00.
22  |Mulched Seeding, U 800|  Sys $1.50 $1,200,00
23 |Signage 1| Lsum : $50,000.00 $50,000.00
24  [Field Oifice, A 18] . Mo $1,700.00 $30,600.00
K 25 |Censtruction Engineering 1| Lsum $25,000.00 $25,000.00
26 |Mobilization and Demobilization 1] Lsum |~ $292,950.00 $282,850.00
SUBTOTAL : $6,152,000,00
TRAFFIC CONTROL .

27 |Temporary Bridge S - ~ 1|Esum [ $1,000,000.00 $1,000,000.00
28 {Temporary Approaches 1[Lsum $150,000.00 - $150,000.00
29 {Site Restoration -1 |Lsum $100,000.00 $100,000.00
SUBTOTAL $1,250,000.00

DESIGN FEES & CONTIGENCY {20%)

$1,480,400.00

$8,882,400.00

|TOTAL PROJECT COST
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 FINAL WORKSHOP AGENDA

 Friday August 11, 2006

A REVIEW OPTIONS _
cal Twin Pedestrian Brldge Option -~
i, Single rib arch (split deck) _
i, . Double rib tied arch (no spit deck)
iit_. : _Vehlcle bndge constructton c[earance

o . "PrOJect cost .
b, Arch Truss Vehmular/Pedestnan Bridge opt[on B

i Clrcular Cross section truss members
L Varlabie wudth curved walkway
" 'Pedestnan entry plazas w:th Headwater s pylons !

/ e ' T '. - v, . PrOJect COS’E

L2 'REVIEW PUBLIC INVOI_VEIVIENT SUMMARY '
' Publlc involvement process -

b Pubiie comm_ent_s

3. DiSCUSSION AND PREFERRED OPTION SELECTION
a. Dlscuss pros and cons of each opt:on
| '_ b '?:Comm[ttee option selectlon : _
o co Prepare conditions and p055|ble |mprovement recommendatlonsforfuture project

. development

Sd. Establlsh actlon steps for the next phase in the prOJect development

~ Clinton Streef Corridor Gateway Study -Final Workshop Agenda - Page 1 of 1-




Friday August 11, 2006 -
“Those present at'th_e meetin_g'are_ as _t’ollows. _

Desrgn Team E _ ‘ . . Lo
“Kurt Heldenrelch P E S.E. Engmeenng Resources Inc
_ Stephen Welntraut P E., Butler Falrman Seufert
s Aaron fsch, E.I., Engrneermg Resources tnc '
' Commlttee Members ' ' '
' . Dan Carmody, Downtown Improvement Drstrtct
K Sharon Feaset .Redevelopment City of Fort Wayne
- Mike Hthen lndaana Department of Transportatlon g
;:.Greg Meszaros Public Works Crty of Fort Wayne :
" Pat Paster[ck Design Collaboratrve _
Leah Reeder Fort Wayne Museum of Arts
' - Dave Ross, City Engmeer Crty of Fort Wayne ' RE
. :'Lrnda Sackman Resadent of Bloomrngdale Nelghborhood
Tom Smrth Crty Councrl Thomas Smrth Flne Art '

I 1. REVIEW O_PTIONS'_ |

Kurt began the meetrng wrth a qu:ck review of the two optrons He then moved to the:

pubhc mvotvement summary.
_ 2. REVIEW PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT SUMMARY

" The methods of informing the pubic ah_d-receiving comments from  them were -
discuSsed including' a public meeting, website,  and 'rnail COf the-comments
recelved 97 people favored the arched truss opt|on while 47 people preferred the - '.
_pedestrran brrdge option. ' '

Clinton Street Corridor Gatewa y Study —Meeting Minutes —Final Workshop _ '




) -_-DISCUSSION AND PREFERRED OPTION SELECTiON

At thrs time the commlttee members were asked to drscuss the pros and cons of_
'each optlon Several issues were discussed.

Some committee members artrcutated that they Irked both optlons but more
: comments were glven for the arched truss optron The arched truss was desonbed _
- as a symbol that links our pastto our future., One__,_comm_sttee membe_r liked the way it - '.
could be used to honor Martin Luth.er'King' Jr. ‘A'nothe'r member pointed ou’t'the
opportunltles to tie in the Headwaters Park style into the bndge elements However
the commlttee had some reservatrons with the arched truss optlon -

: -The'committe'e feels it is important to pro_yide pedestria_ns with an enjoyable crossing.
experience. Several members of the committee questioned whether or not the.

- sidewalk. Some thoUght that the pedestrian bridge options would provide a more _'
pleasant experience because of the separation from traffic. Pat pointed out that both -~
. options could be pedestrian friendly and that the arched truss option could be

~ extra W|de srdewalk and separatrng traffrc and pedestrrans through the use of barrler'-
B rail. '

: enjoyable expenence the crossmg needs to take the pedestrzan where they want to .

.go. Pedestrians on the north side of the river would most likely Cross 4" street at rts '
' mtersectlon with Clinton Street. Therefore keeplng the pedestnan crossrng close to o
Ctlnton Street woutd prowde a more d:rect route ' '

" The time it would take to oonstruot‘_either option was discussed. The desigh of the
| .”oedestr'ian bridge option could be completed ina time of 2-3 years while the arched

- truss option could take 5-8 years Some committée members felt that 5+'years is
too Iong of time span. The design team suggested thata 3-4 yeartimellne could be
_possrble if INDOT could separate the- brrdge project from the rest of the corrldor
project that extends north to the Spy Run B_rldge. This could reduce the time it takes -

S - for right of way acquisition, moving utilities, and reviewing environmental issues.” . -

~ The committee then voted unanimously in favor of the Arched Truss Option as their - _
preferred choice. The committee made it clear that they had approved the concept :

conditions to go along with their selectron They want the brrdge desrgn to enhance

Ciinfon Street Comdor Gateway Study —Meefing Minutes -Fmal Workshop

-~ arched truss option would accomplish this desi_re_due't'o traffic being ad'j_ac':_en'tt'o the .

- modified to enhance the pedestrian experience. Examples include providing an - e L

. _.The matter of pedestnan movement was also drsoussed !n addlt:on to being an; SR

: ot the exact design that appeared in the renderings. The comrnittee 'identified '




- ‘the pedestrian experience, honor'-l\_/_lLK-Jr. and,’ include. the Headwate_rs_Parks_ ;
. themes. ' R ERERCNR

. After selecting the option and conditions, the committee developed steps for further -

o ‘action. One step is to rnfcrm the publrc of therr decrsrcn to select the arched truss

' option. - Another rmportant step is to work wrth INDOT to approve the arch truss o

) 3_ "optron and develop a memorandum of agreement After INDOT accepts the prOJect

a desrgn team can be se!ected to advance the prcject tcward completron U

Clinton Street Cbrridt_)r Gateway Study ~Meeting Minutes —Final Workshop - .




PLEASE INSERT THE FOLLOWING PAGE IN THE
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS SECTION




 SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

'“.'.__:.Through an extensiVe str.:dyr process, mcludlng public tnvolvement the commlttee
B unanlmousty selected an arched truss bradge to replace the exrstlng bridge over the St.

Mary’ s River. The commlttee also developed the foi[owmg condrtrons to be rncluded inthe =

L _frnal deSIgn

= The bridge design should enfiance the pedestrian experience
» " The bridge should include features that honor Martin Luther King Jr.
e The design should draw themes from Headwaters'P'a_r'k._ '

_ ' - After s__electing'__the optiori an_d conditions, the ccmmitte'e developed :actio_n step,s.' The first
n _etep is to inform the public of the committee’s decision to select the arched truss option. The -

fcltowmg stepi is to work with INDOT to secure apprcval cf the arch truss optrcn and develop _' '

a memorandum of agreement When accepted a de5|gn team must be selected to advance T

' the prOJect toward completton

- Ciinton Street Corridor Gateway Study —Summary and Recommendations '




 FINAL WORKSHOP AGENDA

- l':ffdaj/ A_t:gi:st 1%., 2006

REVIEW OPTIONS : _
“a Twin Pedestrian Brrdge Optlon
o i Smgle fib arch (split deck)
S Double rib tied arch {no split deck)
([ Veh|cle bndge constructlon clearance
| iv.  Project cost : R
b, : Arch Truss Vehacular/Pedestr;an Brldge optron'= |
' '_ 0 Clrcular cross sect:on truss members o
| i Varlable width curved walkway B _
_iii;' " Pedestrian entry plazas with Headwaters pylons o
: ::_' v, .-:F'rolect cost ' L '

2. REVIEW PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT SUMMARY
: “a. - Public involvement process. '
b. - Publiccomments

-3 DISCUSSION AND PREFERRED OPTION SELECTION
a '_DISCUSS pros and cons of each. optlon S
b. Commlttee option selectlon = -
e Prepare conditions. and possrb!e |mprovement recommendatlons for future: proJect
B "clevelopment S

cl ' Establlsh actlon steps for the next phase in the prOJect development

. “Clinton Street Corridor Gateway Study —Final Works_hop Agenda - Page 1 of 1 .
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“1 like opt|on B better but it should DEF lNlTELY be red mstead of blue the red

B '2895 pops outa. Iot more than the blue dunng the day trme

1 prefer OPTION A because | thll‘lk.l_t is more attractive than Option B and leaves . -
~ the bridge itself more like a road than a bridge. For those of us ungomfortabe -

: (or worse) with bridges, | think Option A is a preferable choice because it is less

' '_'2896 mtruswe and less overwhelmlng in nature and appearance : :

Nerther why not somethmg spectacular Ilke the pedestnan bndge desrgned
_and constructed by IUPU? Greg (head engineer at IUPU) chose a LOCAL
desrgn firm and the results were extraordinary. Fort Wayne does not need to’
o - send dollars to some out of city or state firm. We've got some of the best

. '2897 ‘engineers right here in our home town. Local prOJects need local talents.

: ‘2903 no comment

The truss bndge is nice, but | think it would bean ideal thlng to complete this to
3 main bridges into downtown symbolizing the 3 rivers that we are founded on:

o - 2904 Using the Clinton; Jefferson, and Main street bridges. Just ancther |dea

I'had to select one of the two designs to submit my response but, for the record,
| don't.care for either one of them!! If Fort Wayne wants to impress it's visitors
-~ then the bridge designers need rethink their designs. Fort Wayne isn't a mini St.
.* . Louis and | don't want our bridge to be laughed at as a mini replica either.lam
" proud to say | was born and raised in Fort Wayne. | wonder if any ofthe -
- 2905 architects can say the same? : .

E -2906 no comment

‘While Option A provides a great focus on the pedestrian access fo the
-downtown area, | feel Option B offers a more pronounced ' gateway“ fo the
downtown area. Option B also revives the feel of the bridge near Wells/Superior
that has been closed to traffic. Option B-could offer several additional options
_‘2907 for more visability of signage/banners to be added during festrval times as well.
: ~ | like option A because it doesn't "clutter” the initial view of the Fort Wayne 7
~skyline when you approach it. It also looked very cool in the night shots!-Option -
. B looks: great as a stand a lone but | didn't like its appearance overlayed onto
2908 our city's View...it doesn't look like a natural fit. e R
It's very heartening to see the public solicited for their apinions. I m qurte
- interested in this project because I cross this bridge on a daily basis. | really like
- BOTH options, but have chosen Option B because of the roadway view -- what -
a wonderful echo of the old Wells Street Brldgel 1 do hope using bright colors 3
will be considered. 1 frequent Columbus, N, where bright colors and |mag|nat|on '
‘ _have been applied to both bridges and interstate overpasses, with-much- '
's_uccess They have done wonderful things architecturally that are worth
" -emulating. Headwaters Park is the best thing fo happen to downtown in -
. .decades, and an attractwe and useful entrance provided by a new and .
_interesting. bndge can only capltallze on the sttmulus the park provrdes Thanks -
2909 -
CAll three of the desrgns are attractrve I feel that “Optlon B" blocks the view of D
our skyilne when entering by car. | prefer the double are.in “Optron A If Clmton g

* St. wer raised or the bridge lowered the entrance would have a grand view once T

- the corner ' was.turned by Lawton Park. Could Cllton be straigtened some to give -

. a longer view that was flanked by Science Central.and Lawton Park on. the East’
- “and a new or expanded Lawton on the West’? Thanks-for allowrng anutl Keep lt' :

2910 Green John Hoffmann : : o




To me optton B is more Jinviting, stronger Iookmg span, just looks ltke a bridge |
+-2911 would like to walk across. and even stop and watch the river go by. _ '
I really like the look of the Arched Truss. Bndge It looks modern yet ties in W|th
2912 the wells street bridge.
" Truss bridge looks much more dynamlc and seems o emphasze {o those
2913 approachmg that they are crossmg ariver and entenng downtown

- lwas born-and ralsed in FDI‘t Wayne but my career took me away I have been
to muitiple cities that have bridges that make a statement for their city. Dallas
Texas where | currently reside is in the process of having three bridges built: -

- across the Trinty River which will be showcases for the city and the future
development for our city and the Trinity river project. | have always-thought of

. the Fort as my home but every time | return | feel t is & city that lacks an identity!
‘Option B would afford the city a gateway to downtown but also meld well with

 the desire to make the rivers a place to come arid no commentt stay away from.

" | feel the tiny increase in the cost no comment would make a significant impact -

* for the city and the generations to come to enjoy one of the few treasures the
2914 city has to offer, that being the rivers and green space around them. R
- 7.l like the twin bridges, it will definitely help to have a more defined pathway at -
2915 festlval time.and- I t:ke the way the twin. bndge should Iook at mght N

_ Wlth total constructlon costs be;ng approx the same, | feel that optlon B-
- convey's more.-of a finished look. | believe it also provides both a pedestrian and
- vehicular appeal where option A seems to look like'more of an‘afterthought to. -
* accomidate pedestrian traffic and provides very little vehicluar appeal. [ also :
- believe that option B would be more visually pleasing from both the parks near - .
- the bridge and street traffic. | feel compelled to finish by saying that no -~ B
commentne of the color options presented really do much. for the structure. |
- believe a brushed steel finish would be just as visually pleasing than any color. -
. option but if I had to pick one, | would have to go ‘with the biue Thank you for -
' 2916 the opportunlty to comment on th|s project. . o

"1 think that Option B ( Arched Truss Bridge ) does two thmgs It absolute]y
_ - 'makes a welcoming transition into downtown Fort Wayne and also gives.. _
- pedestrians a safer way to cross over the river. | do no commentt like the blue -
color. |-think | would fean more towards the red color. | also think that it should .
- be lite well in the evenings. It prabally should have some sort of sercurity _
- camera that rotates on it as well. We all kno commentw that the skateboard -
“park is close by. This would deter tagging and other sorts of criminal activities.

With Optlon A | just do no commentt think it gives eno commentugh umph.no B

2917 commentt exciting eno commentugh no commentt eno commentugh drama
2918 no comment . : . _



- 1think that'it is great that we have so much money left over that we can add
. things to an already structurally sound bridge. It is so logical that we would redo -
-+ that bridge considering that all the roads in ft. wayne are in great condition. We
- are adding a bridge to make downtown fook better? If you are so into. 1mprov1ng _
astethics then get rid of the run down building right there in the picture or
improve 4th st so you can drive down it. How about. getting something.to do
_downtown. A baseball stadium is not the solution because they would just go B
there for the game and leave. | drive through downtown everyday to go to'work
“and all i see going-on is people going to work and home. After business hours it
- is like a ghost town and on the weekend it is even worse. | have a'greatideain -
line with the wasting of money on the bridge and other idiot things that seem to
. be done. Lets tear down the library and the grand wayne center and build a wal—
2919 mart that will get peopie downtown at Ieast to shop. S

. k :2920 no .

. Providing complete separation of pedestrian and motor vehicle traffic has 7
. - absolute merit. The pedestrian structures combined with an upgraded motor
" “vehicle bridge has a better visiual impact on the City skyline because it frames
~ downtown buildings rather than obscurmg them. The pedestrian bridges seem
.. tointegrate. seamlesly with the greenway trail system and this is a good thing. [
" -prefer the single arch design forthe pedestrian bridges, with the suspension -
- cables landing out of the arch's horizontal piane to create what appears to be an
. -eliptical patern in the walk way and a "tent" around pedestrians. | think thisisa = .
- strong concept that should be taken beyond the design that is presented Modify
*the arch so that it does not look like every other archway in the universe; bend
L2922 it twist it; turn it |n81de out make it lnteractlve : e
2924 no S : :
2925 no S ; ' .
: We need more room for pedestrlans headmg o Headwaters Park from the
2926 Rlvergreenway (espec:ally cyciists) The double arch look is better '
2928 no . : : :

I attended the presentatlon on 7/6/06 and heard the dlSCUSSIOﬂ I believe Option

12931 Ais the most user friendly of the 2 styles and has the most potential. _
Optlon B has more impact, and serves as a-more 1con|o_deSIgn The design -
needs more refinement at the entrances. It will also be important to pay.
-attention to design details on the underside, as the bridge has greenway trails
-that pass under the bridge on both sides of the river. Has the committee looked’
at the pOSSIbllty of carrymg ‘the arch desrgn theme underneath the brldge'?

2932 Thanks-CS

Love the classical look and it seems more substantlal I am a frequent userof =
Headwaters Park and the bndge but feel unsafe especsally blcychng across the -
. 2933 ourrent structure. ' . : : :




| feel strongly that the second option, the truss bridge, would be much more ofa
signature landmark for the City of Fort Wayne. | think it is well designed, and. -
makes a much stronger visual statement than option a. Alsc, as a town so
interested in preserving our heritage and remembering our past, the truss - _
‘bridge would also be the more appropriate choice because of the wonderful way -
- it recalls historic brldge structures while remaining thoroughly modern. A good -
- message for the city of Fort Wayne to send to visitors and locals alike! it seems -
: ~'to be the embodlment of all the wonderful positive changes that are being made
2934 in our city even as [ write thlS' LEt‘s go opt:on B !t!!!!!l!!!!ll!!!.!!!!!!
L2935 .no e

2936 no ' . ' '
I 'don't really care for either optlon but of the two offered I prefer Option A. itis

. more in keeping with the Headwaters Park vision as you come into the City

"Option B locks more I:ke somethlng you 'd see'in an :ndustnal town hke
2937 Pittsburg. :
2938 The Arched Truss bndge fooks 50000 Muich cooler ' _

I really like option "A" but with the double arch. For SOme reason the double B
~arch in the color blue stands out as calm and inviting. Thank you for the .
opportunlty to respond. | have a question. Did this idea come from the

2940 Rewtallzatlon of Downtown Fort Wayne Pro;ect? -
2941 :no .
2942 no
- 2943.no
2944 no - o ' B '
- 2946 Put a fountain in the St Nlarys Rlver as prewous[y planned and drop the "blue" erector set S
© 2947 Ilike the open view and it looks e!egant . - :
2950 no S I A
2851 no-
2952 The hghtmg w;fi be cnt[call

S reaiiy like thls optlon (B) [ have hved here for 36 years and 1 think this really -
. makes the view coming into downtown striking! Wow! What a difference.1 =
would travel to downtown more often just to see it. | know my kids would love to
" see altof the lights. You could also change- the fight colors to reflex d:fferenoe

. ‘2955 holidays, like christmas. | think’ you are on to something. .

. .2956 | like it(B) better archltecturally A bigger difference than what is there now _
o Without a doubt; optlon B (Arched Truss Bridge). |s the clear oho:oel The other
- 2957 one looks ||ke someone forgot to ﬂmsh it. SR . . . -
2958 no~ - -

- 2959:no . : '
/-\lthough the view shown of. the twm brldges is nice, | think Very few peop!e will .
o see it from that angle. The arched truss bridge is more ampresswe from the Lo
- 2960 point of view from the road as you enter the city. - : Sl

2961 Overall, | just like the looks of this better, .



~Recent news broadcasts stated that the MLK bridge s still in good condition. -
~ Why is it to be replaced? Although we realize this is State and Federal money, it
- is still taxpayer's money. The City of Fort Wayne and the Downtown. :
“Improvement District have more pressing infrastucture needs than replacing a
~bridge for purely esthetic reasons. If the MLK bridge is truly in need of
- replacement, | would recommend a standard INDOT replacement structure with _
- wide énough pedestrian walkways for safe passage across the river. ($2:5-3 M).
. Forget the Twin Pedestrian bridges! The rest of the funding should be directed
to improvements in the sewer system to eliminate combined sewage overflow in-
to the rivers. This and other waterfront |mprovements will do-more for the image

- 2962 of the city than a ‘Signature Brldge
2964 no

It would be nice to have some more information on these bridges (how wide are
- the pedestrian sections, min. and max? - what seperates the road from the
sidewalk in Option B?). | like the "Red" version (single zrch) of Option A. It's o
‘astatically pleasing and modern. It would make the "standar " road bridge look .
even more vanilla and out-dated, but hey -it's a start. Another reason I choose
_ this design is maintenance. It would have been nice to have access to proposed
: 'upkeeplmamtenance figures, but I'm assuming it would be eamerlcheaper to -
_ paint two arches instead of four, My fear in Option B is that the entire bridge
would fall into disrepair, giving us bad roads and limited pedestrian access *
(once again). By having 3 seperate bndges we would at least have the Op'ElDI'I of

_ 2965 repairing one at'a time. - .
_2966 I'm Very giad to see this transformatlon takmg place! It's Iong overdue (A) '

Maybe the de5|gns should mciude more optlons The two brldges in Cotumbus -

' .'2968 In, including the one on 165, are examples of more foward looking designs. -

- F'think that | prefer-the open look of Option A. There seemed to be an elevation

“ that included a hemispherical plaza overlooking the river on both s;des that :

" 2969 appealed to me.

- 2970 Actually neither one. Better thlngs to do w:th my tax money .

'_ 2972 no

Optlon B appears better tntegrated Optlon A looks like an after thought My on[y :
concern would be weather option B provides as much pedestrian space as .
option A. | use River Greenway with my kids and have never liked crossing that

_.2975 bndge on: a blke | hke the barner separatlng vehlcle and pedestnan Ianes

"A" gives the feelmg of more of a gateway to the city and | thlnk oould be more
- achitecturally pleasing. | think incorporating some beautiful planters on both 'the _
- "A" bridges would also enhance the beauty of the bridges. | like that neat ~ -~ =
~-lighting features will be-incorporated.into the bridge. LED lights with color

~“controllers should be looked into for lighting so that the lights couid be varied i in

color for specail events and or holidays. We definitely need to do more to

L 2976 beautify and enhance are city and | think this is a nice start.

I'ove the fact that the twin pedestrian bridges would - continue fo offer:a nice -

. view. of downtown. Entering. downtown from Clinton Street offers the best view .
~of downtown Fort Wayne and | would like for us.to keep it that way. | would hate
‘to see it blocked by a bridge, although a beautiful.one. Also, the nice pedestnan -
-bridges would tell wsntors/newcomers that we want o become more of a

. "2977 pedestnan frrendly c:ty That is |mportant T




“I'liked both renditions, but Option B is much more visible from the north™
- approach to downtown If the goal is to tie the approach to the downtown then .
- visihility is very important Option A is barely visible in any season. Also; isit
- possible to put a statue or other item on each side of the bridge? | was thinking
it would be really beautiful to have a scaled-down version of the Headwaters -
" Foliatum (fog-dish} on either side. With the bridge's night lights and the
emanating mist from the smaller fog-dishes, it would truly be an amazing
- approach to Fort Wayne's downtown ‘The smaller fog-dlshes would also tie the
: 2978 bridge to Headwaters Park. : o
. If we are going to provide another element to the c1ty s look I thlnk Optlon Bisa -
~.much befter choice. Option A seems smaller and looks like a normal bridge with
- a new pedesifan walkway on the slde As opposed toa whole new bndge and s
- 2979 look to Opt|on B. . o

l really like the look of Cption A. You stlll have the open bndge look but the
added saftey of people walkway to and from lawton park. Thank you for taking
2981 the time to invest in pedestrian safety and intrest in the downtown areal
- -l like the way it is more open, framing the downtown bwldlngs better without
2982 getting-the way of the view from Clinton St. (A)

2983 our vote.
2985 l.ooks much better than Optlon A IVlore dramatic! (B)
o ! would prefer we didn’t waste money on cosmetics and worry about thlngs that
2987 really need to be taken care of _ : :
£ 2988 "1 like the design better and believe it would be safer {A)

. The bridge is nice b_ut woulc_l it make sense t_o have a way for pedestrians fo
“have a way from one side of the street to the other like during festivals instead -
~of waiting for police to stop traffic why not have something like a sky walk that
.. you can get from one side to another it would have fraffic flow during those -
- 2990 times. All and all option b is really nice the blue is so pretty and the lights (B)
- All together the bridge idea is great option b is so pretty with the blue and the
. lights at night. But why not have a cross walk that would connect the sides of -
" ‘head waters park. During festivals its hard to get across that street and they
- have to stop traffic so why not make it easier for pedestnan s by do:ng that it
_ _2991 would help traff:c flow :
2992 no. - :
2993 no

If the goals of this bridge are to both improve the existing bridge and to serve as

. a gateway to downtown Fort Wayne, I'm sure the City wanted to start with a -
“functional bridge that meets the logistical needs and then "dress it up" to make - -
- it look profound. The two options given seem quite functional, however both are
“far from stunning. Why not build a facade of a brick or lsmestone GATEWAY on

Option B locks like hlgher quallty and makes a blgger tmpact No doubt tt gets S

' both the entrance and exit of the bridge that iooks like a giant GATE.You could -

N do anythmg you want with the span between the two gates to make it look nice,
. maybe a fake suspension system that colild be nicely lit at night. If the gates
. were built on footers before the actual span of the bridge began, they would not
. need to serve any structural purpose and neither would any cables or steel _
_ 'beems placed along the span. They would simply serve as dramatlc entrance to_
our downtown. 1 find it hard to: bel:eve that opt:on A and optlon B are the best
2996 the Clty could come up w1th : : - S




Less is more More elegant more safety for Walkers Joggers blkers more
2998 integrated with the rivergreenway (A). -

. Wow! what an awsome idea, a pair of bndges that celebrate alternatlves to

~ motor vehicles. This is esspecially appropriate considering the namesake of the

bridge and the peaceful marches that ralsed natfonal awareness to the Givil
2999 rights movement.

- I'like both bridges but think the twm pedestrlan bndges are more user frlendly

‘for pedestrians. People will like walking under the bridge overhead Both optrons :
B 3004 are c]assy and WI|| be a nice addition: to Fort Wayne ' -

T They really both look the same to me, 1 think with all the great mmds in Fort
~ Wayne that you can come up with something better then either of them. | really
‘don't think that this is very nice to enter downtown through. | think you should
think something more alog the lines of the new pedestrian bridge at IPFW, -
“maybe something like that but bigger. That is forward thinking, these sample of =
what the brindge could look like is to generic. Also it would be nice if the. bridge '
- 'would complement the Architecture of downtown Fort Wayne. Nice limestone : . -

. and brick faced bridge wouid be wonderful. An arching brridge that when your - L

. on the top of the bride you want to stay there because you can see downtown. 1
- just really think that Fort Wayne can come up wrth somehtlng better then the -
. 3011 plans that are on here. -
- While the designes are attractive, lf the present bridge is in good repaar [ dont
. ‘see the need to construct a new one with all the i inconvenience it would cause.in
: 3013 getting downtown from the north part of the city. '

3015 | like the Arched Truss Bndge much better. 1 thlnk it would look greatin RED. .
Even though it would probably cost a bit mare money, | think it would be a worth
_ - while investment to go with B. The bridge looks classy and would be a great . '
3022 reminder of things past, yet done in-a modern sort of way. Go for it! :
The bridge should have the pedestrian walkways connected and integrated into
- the bridge. The truss design is definitely a better design.for a classic bridge feel
_ “and appearance. A natural color would be better than blue to match the pafk
~ . 3027 atmosphere of Lawton and Headwaters Parks '
3045 no '
' This option B is a great blend of old and new architecture. lt makes much more
-3051 0f a statement, and shows up better from a distance. | really like it. :
Option B would be a fantastic additior to the city. It would Iook fabulous at night . -
. with the lights. I suggest blue or red on the arches. Not 1mpressed with option A.
. ltiooks undersized and doesn't make as bold of an arch|tecturaE statement as -
113073 does Option B. :
3079 no . e
R like Option'B because it has more of a sky appeal.and lights up. at mght very
. well. It will serve very good as a gateway to the City of Fort Wayne. Pius it will -
~ -stand out’in the skyline. I am very happy to see the MLK bridge improved and
“enhanced for entrace to our City. The enhancement of this bridge will send a

- message of what Dr. King stood for. This City welcomes everyone regardless of_: L

 their nationality, créed or ethnlcsty | appremate see[ng it. lmproved and

0 _ -3093 upgraded




~ loverwhelmingly prefer Option B, the Arched Truss Bridge. But, between the -
- Twin Pedestrian Bridges (Option A), | prefer the design of the Red example. On
slide 1 of the Acrobat presentation, the review criteria includes the question, s
‘the cost of the selected option financially feasible?", but the costs shown on
. slide 9 do not confirm a significant difference. Is it meant to question whether
efther optton is financially feasible? Also, why does the Acrobat presentation, on .
slide 9, indicate that the Arch Truss Vehlcle Br:dge (Optlon Blisa “Temporary
3142 bridge"? Thanks, PK.
~Option B seems to prowde a much better aesthetlc bridge than Optlon Alm
- gald that the ¢ty has decided: to make this partlcular bridge a focai pomt to
3143 entenng the olty . . .

| feel the current view l see dnvmg into dowtown over the current bridgeis. qunte
" nice. You can see the city skyline, and rows of trees aiong Headwater Park, and
.- the park itself... very attractive. | feel option B obstructs this view too much, and
I'think the truss structure of the bridge is.old-fashioned looking, and notreal
. attractive. Aiso, this may not allow a parade (with floats and baloons) to travel
.. down Clinton in the future. For option A, | would say the single structure (red} on
- each side of the bridge is the better design, again because more structure up
-high obstructs the view too much, and the double structure (blue) is less -
“attractive and modern locking. Also, if you want this to be an attractive gateway
into the City, consider remove the unsrghtly power poles along Clinton Ieadmg o
3155 up to the bridge.
- Either option would be great 1} Nice to see the city moving.in a posmve direction -
- towards improving the entrance to the Downtown from the north. Thanks for
- considering and including improved pedestrran trafﬂc optlons across the bndge
- 31566:in both proposals! :
3159 Option B is much more attractive and su1table for downtown Ft. Wayne.
‘I'sumbitted my comments on the bridge a couple of weeks ago. In that, | stated
. thati thought option B would be great for the city's landscape and- skyline view.
. ‘Since then | have given both options more thought and study. [thas come tomy
. attention that the state is only willing.to pay 2.5 to 3 million for this project. This
is a problem for me because the plans for both bridges are in the 8 to 9 million
. dollar range. Where is the rest of the money coming from? Now, | am a strong
supporter of developing the downtown area of Fort Wayne. But, | thrnk that .
- there is a better way to go about this. I've noticed that we have an old iron
. bridge near wells street that the city is looking to tear down or rebuild. Here are
- my thoughts. Build the new MLK bridge in a way that would fix the drift problems -
since this is the reason the state is funding this project. then either use the old
N wetts street brige or build a new pedestrian bride a quarter of a mile down the
. rivero the side of the new MLK. This would still me much cheaper than building
3164 this new, extravagent bndge PeOpIe don t want to walk nght next toa busy stree

| .3174 no

- Whichever optxon is chosen... | trust that the structure woutd not require plllngs
" in the river. The pilings allow river debris to accumulate on the upstream side of -
- .the bndge and requires closmg off one or two lanes of traffic several times a
o year in order to be able to clean it up. if the new bridge structure spanned the
SRR entire river bed WIthout pllmgs there would be nothmg for the debris to pl!e up -
'3180 against. -
3109 Great view and idea 1t grves downtown a look of greatness and big C|ty (B)
: '3219 no : : -




'I like optron A because optorn B iooks to cluttered and Iooks like a UFO Ianded
. on the river at night. Not sure if the bridge is actually in need of being replaced
~ but if it is | support this project 100%. This bridge is a major gateway to our city -
. - and should be a focal point. | would alsc recommend the rarl companied repamt
. 3231 the train bridge nearthe City/County parking garage. -
- | believe this design B provides a more cosmopolitan look to the bridge - _
' lncorporatmg the vehicle and pedestrian avenues - allowing both entities to -
- equally share in-the bridge. Pedestrians would be protected form traffic through
the use of fencing, while still being able to lock at the scenery found in that area
- of town. And, the vehicle traffic would have no concerns for pedestrian safety
and the wide lanes would provide ample space for all the lanes of traffic. This
- design would provide a much cleaner appearance as an entry pointinto -
o downtown instead of seeing the railroad trestle at Superlor and Clinton - now the
3407 eyes would be drawn {o the new structure.
“More dramatic impact visually. Stil addresses pedestr;an traffic whlch isa
necessrty Would like to see a more aesthetically pleasrng brrdge going North on -

_ " 3415 Lafayette as well.... future project maybe. (B)

“Neither option However since | do not wish to keep redoing thlS emarl 1 will

submit a cancelling vote directly..| wish to send a letter to the person in charge
of this project. Who is it? |'wish to go on record in opposition. Please send me a -
‘person’s email and | will send them the same letter that | have sent the Mayor -'

3419 Thank you.

3420 Nelther optlon Th]S is my cancellrng vote I w:sh to talk to a person Thank you.
- 3424 no w : . :
- 3425 no

3426 no -

'-3428 Appears more contemporary and provmdes better vrewshed of the skylrne (A)
34289 no :
This option makes a more dramatlc statement in archltectural terms and would
_ stand out as unique when compared to most Fort Wayne bridges. If the costs

3430 are about the same, | prefer this one. (B) : ;

- 3431 no :
3433 no

_ | like twin pedestrlan brldges where the pedestrian part is also framed It feels _
" 3434 like the pedestrians are more important (for a change) T : '

- 3435 Is larger and makes more ofa vrsual |mpact (B)

© 3436 no " ' -

<o Twin Pedestrran Bndges is better The Arched Truss Brfdge blocks view of

3437 downtown-scape. : :

- 3439 This will-add to the beauty that is our downtown (A)
3440 no




" llove the openness of the bridge for the cars! The trussed bridge(option. B) is )
. much too busy and industrialistic. The use of the pedestrian bridges give drivers
~an unobstructed view of the downtown skyline. It also allows pedestrians a
-walkway without any concern about vehicles - especially great for parents. It
. allows pedestrians a chance for a more leisurely walk where they can stop and
- look at the river instead. of bemg 'pushed' accross by the movement of the cars. -
If the cars are moving at 25- -30mph, you tend to be pushed mentally to go -
s faster. It also gives distance and therefore a bit of relief from the heat, noise and
e 3441 exhaust of the cars. | like the blue color. It seems to play off of the sky best.
- Neither option is a really. S|gnature brldge The Wlllls brldge overwalk at [PFW
o 3442 gets one's attent|on . o
. 3450no :
" 3451 Be sure to save the old fretght house
. like the: bump out option on the Twin Pedestrian Bndges I also like the smgle
"'3452 arch on the left and nght not the double arches per bndge .
3453 no e i
. 3454 n0 - - - S T R T
.~ 3459 With the double arches on each 51de It showcases the city.... looks very nice at night. (A)
- 3467 no S e C R S




.August2 2006

. The I—Ionorable Graham RJchard
* . Mayor City of Fort Wayne

~ One Main St. :
Fort Wayne IN 46802 R

E : 'Dear Mayor chhard

' I belreve that nelther proposed Martin Luther ng Bndge optlons serves us s very well They both should
- both be rej ected for the followrng reasons. . _ _ _ .

~ First, The State of Indlana plans to spend $2 5 3 mllhon 10’ replace the ex1strng brldge Why are we
creatmg a pI‘Oj ject beyond that Whlch wrll cost (Very prelnrunanly) another $5 5- 6 for (2) margmal
' alternates'? : C

L Second In my oplnron the state can and Wlll doa Very adequate engineering jOb on thrs pI‘OjeCt The
_state’s bridge engineer indicated at the public announcement forum that they are designing the new bndge

to reduce the support abutments that have been a collectlon point for river debris. Additionally, they will
~keep the bridge a low proﬁle desrgn So what are weasa commumty obtarmng for the extra $5 5- 6 c

o rnrlhon‘?

~Third. Why was the desrgn changed $0 that Optrons A and B are actually gomg to carry the live trafﬁc S
~ loads? It would be much less expensive to let the state spend-its money on carrying traffic on the basrc L
" structure. Then we, as a comrnumty, can dec1de whether or not to spend extra money nnprovmg the
_ aesthetlcs of the brrdge ' : SR : . . .

Fourth. - Isn’t the whole pornt here to 1mprove the entrance to Headwaters and Downtown'? I fa:ll to see
how placing a structure in front of a skyline view enhances the skyhne view. Look at the graphic bridge
 representations in the presentation. The bridge of Option B obviously impairs the view. And Option A
~just looks like you took the bridge that is there now and added pedestrian bridges on either side. Hardly I
- worth millions extra! The Golden Gate Bridge i is beautiful when you observe it from the side. When you
“are driving over it, the view of San Fran01sco or the view of Sausahto are actually 1nterfered W1th by the -
fact of the brldge : = o :

_ Flfth If we are concerned that the br1dge needs to be some kind of monument to Dr Martln Luther Krng,

o __'-'then let’s make our decision based on that as a major con51deratron Why don’t we spend some money on’
" an impressive statue next to the bridge and place it in a nice memorial setting ala the statues of the

) Burgers of Calals‘? Now we Would have somethrng that is vrsually and memonally nnpressrve1 -

: erth Allen’ County Comnnsswners are presently lookmg for a s1te for the hlstorrc Bostwrcl: Br1dge that o

S “they are going to replace. Why not place it as a pedestrian brrdge somewhere to the East of the'traffic -
o bndge? ‘This would allow pedestrlans to move across the nver to and frorn Lawton Park to Headwaters



' 'ﬁ_"_ 5 'And they would be removed phys1cally from the dangers of the trafﬁc of the vehiclée bndge ThlS move
" would: one, save an historic bridge; two, prov1de a creative re-use; three, enhance the connection between__3

" the North and South sides of the St. Mary’s river; four, could form the beginning of actually creating a.
Tlarger park on both sides of" the river that could be very pedestrian friendly; fifth, lights on thisbridge -~
- would look great as you crossed the vehicle bndge looked left and saw this structure and its approach al .

o hghted up.. It would be v1sua11y very 1mpresswe

B In my oplmon the 1dea of a brldge bemg a gateway mto downtown isn'ta bad idea. I thlnk that 1’[ was -

" worth a try. But now that we see what we are getting and what it is actually going to do and what it is _
gomg to cost additionally, T strongly recommend that we go back and re-consider these questions: What - -

are we trymg to do, how are we trying to do it and is this the best way to answer the ﬁrst two ques‘uons‘? -
: .My answer 18 Stop Now and re examme the assumptlons ' : B :

'_'Slncerely,_

" Sean Collentine

N 305 Arcadia Ct.

- Fort Wayne, IN 46807

4561603

Ce: Graham R1chard
~Nelson Peters
- Marla Irving
~ Linda Bloom -
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Sharon Feasel

From: “Cheri Becker" <cbecker@mventtomorrow com>

To: ~ "Sharon Feasel" <sharon. feasel@m ft-wayne in. us>
- Subject: MLK Bridge : : .

_Date sent. Fr[, 4 Aug 2006 12 57 45 -0500

.HI Sharon | | |

* | visited the website since I ‘was unabfe to attend the publlc meetmg 1

. think the designs lack interest.and compatibility. with other existing

bridges in our community. When | think of our bridges | think of how grand

- 'some of them are with special elements and lights (Columbia Street comes

to mind and the foot. bndge over by Wells St. )I wou!d stlll Ilke to see. -
lights on thatf ' _

. ._Whlle | know [t needs to be 'functlonalll d:dnt get a good feell'ng for the
- pedestrian path and | think that is because of looking at it on a screen

or atleast | hope. 1 think this gateway should make a WOW statement and

should include somethlng that lets someone coming into or going out of -
-downtown that they are entering/exiting a very special place. The bridge

" needs to be special, something that gets people talking and remembermg

Fort Wayne (like Greenville, Brooklyn, Chicago, Sydney, the SF Bay Bridge-
~and the Cooper River Brldge in Charleston even though its old and rather -
scary). If 1 have to choose one | would choose the double truss because we
could at least add lights to it to give it some interest but that does not
* do much for daylight hours, maybe we could add planters. Perhaps | have

* . failed to see the engineering artistry of the bridges and so question is-

that the case? I would also suggest that in addition to a pedestrian: cross
~ way that there be consideration given for a bike path in additionto the
- pedestrian walkway if this has not been covered already. Perhaps everyone '

o - has done that and I'have failed to see lt on the web page

'_'Just a few thoughts hope I don t offend anyone 'S senS|b|[:t!es
- Take care, . S

" Cheri

“~Cheri A. Becker _
~‘Executive Director.
-Invent Tomorrow

- 1400 One Summit Square

. Fort Wayne, IN 46802- 3173

. 260-424-0824

Fax 260-423-4 4329 |

- E-mail: checker@inventtomorrow.com .-
. Website: www.inventtomorrow.com -

B
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V Jane Drummer:-_ o
‘22IN.16™st
Decatur IN 46733
- 260-724-8668 .
-~ July 9,2006

AT | read w1th mtercst the artlcle on the restructurmg of thc __
Martin Luther King Brldge in Ft. Wayne. Even though I don’t live

B : in Ft. Wayne, 1 V151t often and apprccuate thc many amcm‘ues that 1t
. has to offer. |

Asl was readlng the artlcle I thought of my fnend Wil

S Clay, an artist from Toledo who has designed some award wmnmg
sculptures, mcludmg one of Dr. King. The Dr. King sculpture s

o 'dls_played on the Martin Luther King Bridge in Toledo.

‘Mr. Clay is also an illustrator of children’s books and Wlll

have a new book about George Washmgton Carver released in the -
- spring 0f2007. T am sendmg a school brochure with this I&tter and
~ ‘thought you might enjoy going to Mr. Clay’s website and rcadmg
- about the sculpture that he created and viewing some of his work.
If you have further questlons or Would llke to contact hlm please =
 feel free to contact me. . - ‘- | e

o Smcerely, |

£ Lj_-w/u/mg

V Jane Drummcr -




Wil Clay

. o lHustrator of
v ‘ Children’s Books .
' and Storyteller

We must do everything possible to help
elementary students get excited about books.

S School visits by Wil Clay promote reading, writing, and art
' by using storytelling; a display and discussion of original
children’s book art; and how-to-draw demonstrations.

Call early to schedule!

801 Lincoln Avenue - Toledo, Ohio 43607 - (419) 243-4122 - Website: www.wilclay.com - Email: wilclay@usa.com

Photographer: Kate Hillard



R W1l Clay is an award W1nnmg
" children’s book illustrator, - _
: '-storyteller fine artist and sculptor. .
" He is using his talents and skills to
exclte and motwate students to.
- _enJoy readmg

READING WELLis an

' 1mportant and necessary skill =~
" that every elementary student will -
- need for future success. Therefore, .
- reading is the central theme of hlS o

entlre program ' SETCRR

When schedulmg a school

o ',VlSlt choose one of the followmg

OptIOIlS'

..:A ) ‘An alI day v151t at one school

. B.) Vnslt 2 schools in one dav

i C. ) Multlple days visit'to..

N several schools 111 a dlstrlct

Wll Clay s honorarlum is

B modest by comparison. Therefore, -
" most schools and libraries can

'easﬂy afford his high callber S

] presentatlons. _

e

Presentations

First, audiences are enter- -

‘tained with stories from around the _

world. Then, everyone is encour- .

- aged to discover other tales found in L
 library books. - '

An important feature at each

- “assembly is the How-to-draw dem- -
-onstration. Wil Clay always show

studenis how easy it is to draw with- -

" out erasing. Using permanent mark- -

‘ers and some simple but humorous
“strokes, students learn quickly that

~ drawing can be entertaining and fun.

Designer: Angela L, Smith and Wil Clay - 200_5_.’2006_ Sl:h_ool Yeor

If a 30 mmutes Workshop is.

- scheduled Wil demonstrates how to.
. sketch a serious portrait of the Prin- |
- cipal (if available), Media Specialist, .
- ateacher ora student. Usually, one -
- _person is chosen by lottery. When
' _ﬁmshed the drawing is SIgned and

'. gwen to the winner.

Also at each assembly ongp'

' nal chﬂdren s book art is d18played

for k1ds to see aud be. msp1red




The process of developing a book
from beginning to end will be briefly
discussed. Then students are encour-
aged to write and illustrate their
own stories.

Illustrator

In the spirit of that old Chi-
_nese <aying, “One picture is worth
‘me han 10,000 words,” Wil
Clay’s illustrations offer much for
students to learn and talk about:

Most students dehght in .

the world of make-believe. Brlghf=
colors, exotic places,whimsical tales
and very, very, very strange and fear~

some creatures stimulate their imagi-
nations. They love reading books
and exploring illustrations. Their -

progress in reading is enhanced with
pictures. Pictures bring words to life.

Wil Clay’s iilustrations are demgned
to keep kids reading.

lee presentanons up front
" and personal are mesmerizing stu-
dents of all ages. Wil Clay’s stories
are captivating! He has a sack-full of -
folktale characters eager to come to
- ]1fe Some are wise, some are: funny
N and & some are very, very spooky.
-For the very young, he has some of _
the most lovable stories about wild .~
animals like Lions, Monkeys, “Tuitle' o
~of Koka,” “Anan31 the. Splder and o
other bugs :

Tt will not be unusual for
- students to want to hear more sto-"
ries.. Many will rush to the library to
 obtain a card and check out lots of |
‘books to read. The benefits are en0r~ o
mous. En_]oy the experlence '
.at your ¢ school' - '

WilClay

: Illustrator of
Children’s Books -
and Storyteller -

Website: WWw.wilclay.com - Email: wi!clay@u_s'a.com
801 Lincoln Avenue - Toledo, Ohio 43607 - Phone: (419) 243-4122

A




- ' _students

g qu1teasu[pnsel I

" Hardcover -

. . '_ 'tor, Elijah McCoy
- Paperback

1

?lemmg a
-'seeeessml ‘esss&

_ The best way to insure a’

' successful visit is to begin plan- -

_. “ning early. Six months before your
- event will give you enough time to

- your budget, then the artist’s/an-
‘thor’s honorarium, hotel, rmleage _
- and meal expenses Keep the three

_ Wsin mind: ‘WHAT type of pre-.
-sentation you desire, WHERE the
- presentations and workshops will .
. take place, and WHEN you are .
: ‘planning your event :

_ " When your plannmg is’
0 complete begin activities to mtro-- :
“duce the author/ﬂlustrator 10 your

- L ) V131t my webs1te (see L
. below) and print out the section
“An InterVIeW Wlth Wll Clay”

. Auntee Edna - Ferdians Publishing

L Auntee Edna is a book abéut two -
fsrsters who visit-an aunt who is very old-fash-

- ioned. It ig like stepping back in time for Tolcee :

. and Reba, They are sure the visit is. going to
* be b-o-ring. Little do they know they are in for

o ‘ : " ISBN _()_—8028-5154'—1
. Paperback' - -~ ' ISBN 0-8028-5246-7
Sales. @eerdmans corn - or - 1-800- 253 7521

The Real McCoy - Scholastic, Inc. .

i Where did the expression “the real

: McCoy” come from? One possible source is .

- the story behind the success of an automatic: oil
“eup designed by the Afncan Amencan mven-

- 'Is_BNo-590-43102'-9
To Ord_er i

‘at least one of my books. Then
dlSCllSS the relationship of the
: . story and my: selecuon of each

- get everythmg done. First, cons1der -

- 1-800-724-6527

o - The most frequently asked

'questlons. Have a classroom drs—

cussion. Tt will be excmng and fun

2) Have_ the stud_ents.re_ad_ :

.1llustrat1on

‘showa dlstln_ct style. What makes _
my art stand out? Compare it with -

" other artists® styles. Have aclass- B

. schedule for |
© 2005/2006

We are now takmg reserva— SR

'room discussion.

Connecnons students

- ‘make durmg the school visit will -

' strengthen self—conﬁdence in therr .
. own voices and creativity. They- -
* will feel empowered to read more " -
_books and create the1r own storles
cand artwork _ﬁ j :

I Arn Rosa Parks - Dial

*Rosa Parks always wanted fzur o
treatment for evéryone, even when she was

: very young. When she grew up, she helped.

- stari the civil nghts movement w1th an act of
. great courage. _
" Hardcover . rsBN 0-8037-1206_-5-
. Paperback ISBN.0-1413-0710-2
_To Order- .

-I Have A Dream - Scholasnc Inc

“Now is the time,” said Dr. Klng

_ _Thls richly i illusteated edition of his urgent -
message can reniew our hope for a racially har— :

. monious Ametrica. And it will serve to remind
“us - young and old - that the dréam must be

Te Order o 1-800- -724-6527

1-800- 526-0275 -

g Lodestar

_The House In The Sky"

._'Dlal .

@% ﬁaseeem

. Take advantage of the forty

L -percent discount on all-books or-

dered from the publishers. Place -

- orders at Ieast forty-five. (45) days .
- before the event date, Advance .

3 ) Rev1ew all or, several of 'Sales may become a fundranser that .-

- my books to se¢ if the illustrations €48 COVer the expenses of the au~_- e

- thor/ﬂlustrator V151t

Et’s time te

t1ons for 2005- 2006 school v131ts
Please schedile eatly! Wil Clay’s:
school visit calendar 1ncludes the

- months of September through May. by
“ " Mr. Clay prefers schools in south- -
' érn states in December, T anuary and -
* February; and schools in northern s
: states from March: through May

Books Illustrated By Wll Clay

Books currently uut of prmt

o ‘Tallypo

" Henry Holt L ISBN0-8050:06877
..213 Valentmes LT e o

" Henry Holt -~ ISBN 0-8050-1536-1
Themba
Lodestat - ._rsBNo-sz'sﬂs_mm_-sq S

Little Elght John

' .kept alive. =
-'Hardcover ISBNO 590 20516-1° .7
Paperback © ISBN 0-590-20517-X.

Wil Clay

lllustrator of

and Storyteller

_Children’s Book_s

801 meoln Avenue Toledo Ohio 43607 (419 243-4122 Webs:te wwwwﬂciay com - Email: chIay@usa com

_ ISBNO 525 67367 9o~

ISBNO 8037~1284 7_ S
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